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fuel efficient cars, $23 million for fuels
technology, $708 million for coal energy
research.

This is an economic development
bill. When we began to fund NASA,
that created thousands and thousands
and thousands of jobs in science and
engineering. This bill will do the same
thing. It will give Rose in Illinois and
all of those other folks who have had
stagnant wages an opportunity to go
into a field that is growing with public
research and private research. This is a
jobs bill, this is an economic develop-
ment bill for a lot of the regions who
have suffered under the global econ-
omy.

I appreciate what the chairman has
done, I appreciate what the ranking
member from the great State of Ohio
has done with this bill. This is a jobs
bill and this is a national security bill.
I urge its passage, and I urge that this
amendment go down.

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. GENE
GREEN of Texas) having assumed the
chair, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union, reported
that that Committee, having had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2641) mak-
ing appropriations for energy and
water development and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.

———

REPORT ON H.R. 2771, LEGISLA-
TIVE BRANCH APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2008

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, from
the Committee on Appropriations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
110-198) on the bill (H.R. 2771) making
appropriations for the legislative
branch for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the Union Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of
order are reserved on the bill.

——————

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2008

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 481 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2641.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
2641) making appropriations for energy
and water development and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
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tember 30, 2008, and for other purposes,
with Mr. DAVIS of Alabama in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
pending was amendment No. 24 by the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. WEST-
MORELAND).

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word, and I
yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. WESTMORELAND. I want to
thank my friend from Texas for yield-
ing.

I just wanted to make a few com-
ments about my friend Mr. RYAN, who
I listened to many nights, Mr. Chair-
man, while I was up in the chair where
you’re at. Many nights, I listened to
the 30-something Group get up and rail
and talk about all the wasteful spend-
ing and about how much money we
were spending and about how we had
gone into debt and about what the debt
was. And I hear Mr. RYAN stand up and
talk about economic development. I'm
going to tell you the best bills this
country has ever had for economic de-
velopment was the Bush tax cuts.
Those were the best economic bills
we’ve had for economic development in
this country. Look at where the Dow is
today at 13,000-plus. I haven’t been
keeping up with it, I don’t really have
a lot of money in the market. But we
have busted records continually, and it
has been because of those economic
growth tax cut bills that we have had
and the economic policies of this White
House.

And as my gentleman friend from
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) said, we don’t
necessarily agree with the President’s
recommendation. We feel like that’s
probably more money than we need to
spend. But at least it is a recommenda-
tion that we need to go back to from
the proposal of what the Democratic
leadership has proposed.

And you know, if you talk about
striking any money from an agency’s
budget, I think you get their attention.
The ranking member was telling me
that when he was the chairman 2 years
ago, he asked for the Corps to send 10
of their most important projects that
need to be completed. He hasn’t heard
from them yet. And so we need to send
a message to some of these agencies
and say look, you are going to give us
the information we want, you are going
to be accountable, and you are going to
be under some authority.

So, I think we need to send that mes-
sage loud and clear. And although some
of these cuts are mighty small, I think
they will do a good job in getting some
attention. I'm glad to see that the 30-
something Group is now, and that the
Blue Dogs, or whatever kind of dogs
they are, that I listened to also, Mr.
Chairman, when I was up there late at
night, listened to them for hours at a
time talk about wasteful spending, I
hope that they will join me in an hour,
in Special Orders, when we talk about
the largest tax increase in the history
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of this country and the runaway spend-
ing that we now have, even larger
spending than it was when we were in
charge. I hope they will join me in that
hour and we can get up and talk about
being good stewards of the taxpayers’
dollars.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, this
Republican minority is intensely inter-
ested in making sure that we do the
right thing for the country, but it
should be noted that these bills should
not be about economic development,
they should be about solving water
problems that we have with the dollars
that are generated by the taxpayer to
solve problems with water, with flood-
ing and with the various elements of
ensuring we have clean and better
water that is available.

This should not be an economic de-
velopment spending bill. I disagree
with the gentleman from Ohio, and it
is my hope that this body will recog-
nize this economic development spend-
ing bill for what it is, as opposed to a
water resources bill. I am disappointed
to hear that it’s characterized that
way. And that is why we support the
gentleman from Georgia with his
amendment.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.

I wish to engage Subcommittee
Chairman Mr. VISCLOSKY in a colloquy
for purposes of underscoring the stra-
tegic role of petroleum coke gasifi-
cation to reduce dependence on the for-
eign supply of energy, and illustrating
the technological feasibility of petro-
leum coke gasification projects to se-
quester carbon.

Mr. Chairman, the Energy and Policy
Act of 2005, Public Law 109-58, has a
specific provision, section 415, 42 U.S.C.
15975, authorizing the Secretary of En-
ergy to provide loan guarantees for at
least five petroleum coke gasification
projects. Petroleum coke gasification
projects are also qualified under title
17, the Innovative Technology Loan
Guarantee Program under 1703 (c) 2 and
(c) 3 as an industrial gasification
project and pet coke gasification
project, respectively. This provision of
the law recognizes the critical impor-
tance of these projects in promoting ef-
ficient management of energy sources
within the United States.

Domestic gasification of ‘‘petcoke,”
as it is also called in the U.S. refining
industry, will reduce foreign exports of
this product. Reducing exports of
petcoke will result in reduced emis-
sions of hydrocarbons, carbon dioxide
and other gases resulting from produc-
tion, transportation and burning of fos-
sil fuels associated with energy sources
currently being used instead of
petcoke. Globally, it would also result
in lower emissions from petcoke since
this product often is not being burned
in clean processes when it is exported.

Technology exists today to sequester
carbon dioxide byproduct from the
petcoke gasification process, pressurize
the gas, and inject it underground as a



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-18T08:36:39-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




